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EN are ſo prone to be par- 
tial in repreſenting their 
ANG own party that but little is 
to be preſum'd from hearing; 

ofone fide only. The world: 
has now heard what is ſaid 
bn the one ſide in the Caſs; 
and on theother fide; in ar - 


—  <Rz . Account of the Reaſons, why 
71 Fry ered 0 F Exon have withdrawn from the mini- 
7 Mr.]. 


eph Hallet and Mr. James Peirce; le. 
* mg. 


therefore they may now eaſily ju 
truth lies. It could hardly be expected, that thoſe 
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ing an anſwer to Mr. Peirce's ſtate of the caſe ; and 
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ot the other ſide would have ever written at all, 


unleſs they could have confronted my account in 
ſomewhat, very, material, which they have not ſo 
much as attempted; two things only being pre- 
tended to be miſtakes in the account I gave of the 


| conference, of which I ſhall ſpeak by and by. The 
| groſs.charge of injuſtice in ezeQzngus 5.4 denied, 


but only ſoily excùs d; as tha';they.defigy'd to 
. ane whoop themſelxes. and thei 2 


ta jnſtity my relation of matters, and to eſtabliſh 


the reputation of the larger account which I intend 
to publiſh to the world, as ſoon as I can get time 
to finiſh it And certainly he that relates his own 
caſe fo fairly, as they .of the other ſide prove I 
have done, may be depended upon for the faithful- 
neſs of his future accounts, | | 

THE clamour which was raiſed againſt the 
Caſe, as ſoon as *twas publiſh'd, made me, I con- 


- Fels, expect a heayy charge to be brought againſt 
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me for ſome groſs miſrepreſentation; whereas no- 


thing of this nature is pretended; only tis alledg d 
that my accaunt is defective, and ſome former 
facts are brought in, which I gave the reader rea- 
ſon to expect in due time; and when they ſhall be 
bli{h'd, all that he ſays concerning them ſhall 
| gantry and the whole be ſet in a clear light; 
fo that the whole world ſhall ſee I am able to juſti- 
fy my ſelf, in every particular, at quite another 
rate than thoſe whom I charge are capable of do- 
ing. ä 50 
| 5 HE conference, and what follow'd upon it, 
ware all that it was neceſſary for me to relate, in 
order to ſhew we were unjuſtly ejected. For as 
the conference was our tryal, and the ground of all 


| ſubſequent proceedings, ſo whatever was not laid 
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C91 
to our charge at that conference is really nothin 
to the purpoſe z and the equity of the ejechnen 
do's not depend upon our being guilty, but on 
upon the charge of ſome gnilt's DE then proves 
upon us. I ſhall therefore wave thoſe matters "tith 
they ſhall fall into their proper places, in the Jar 
ger Account, aten en 

IMIO'H r tire the reader's patience in re 
counting the falſe ſpelling and falſe Exgliſb of Nee 
An ſwer; but I write not to expoſe the author, but 
to juſtify my ſelf in the account I have given; 
and therefore ſhall only touch upon ſuch things a 
are neceſſary to be taken notice of, | | | 

I T. was very material to my purpoſe to take} 
notice, as I did, Caſe p. 3. That there was no 
attempt made to charge us with denying the 
< true and proper divinity of the Son of God, even] 
jn the ſenſe of the miniſters article: ſo that we 
had not fair dealing in that reſpect.“ The anſwer 
makes no reply to this; and ſo it ought to be ta- 
ken for truth. os { 

He fays, p. 3. Mr. Peirce confeſſes (Caſe p. 3.) 
This was the cauſe of his and Mr. Hallet's being 
removed, becauſe they would not own” the Son 
God to be one God with the Father. But this is un- 
fair; it was becauſe-we would not ſubmit to any 
unſcriptural teſt, as is plain from the Caſe. *Tis 
| becauſe we believe, that when Chriſt forbids us to 
call any man maſter upon earth, he forbids us to ſuf- 
fer them to Wopols a faith of their own upon us, 
and that we act contrary to his direction, when we 
tamely ſubmit our ſelves to ſuch forms of mens 
deviſing. Had the Gentlemen inſiſted upon my 
yielding to the contrary propoſition, or any un- 
ſcriptural propoſition whatever, as a religious teſt, 
I would in like manner have refus'd it; and this 
they knew beforehand. So that I ar, remov'd for 
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Ino other reaſon than this, that I believe : Chriſt a- 


| {lone has authority to preſcribe me a rule of faith. 


' Hs ſays p. 8. The minifters directed the citizens to 
nn teſt at all, nor ſat | {et ] up any inquiſition, as My. 
Peirce falſly and unjuſtly inſinuates (pa. 2.) but as any one 
may ſee by the paper it ſelf, left it diſcretionary to the 
people what they would take for ſatisfaction. And wh 


| Tuch a concern to clear the miniſters? If theſe teſts 
are ſuch evil things, that the miniſters muſt not he 
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charged with drawing them; why did the citizens, 


according to his on confeſſion, uſe them? But cer- 
| tainly I had reaſon to believe, that as the citizens 
etended to follow the advice of the ſeven mini- 
| wu and made a teſt of their ſecond article, it was 
by their direction. But take it in the anſwerer's 
way : was it not their deſign by the articles to try 
us whether we would come up to their ſenſe ? Whe- 
| ther they intended their words ſhould be a teſt, as 
they were uſed, or that any other unſcriptural teſt 
to the ſame purpoſe ſhould be put to us, ſignifies 
littleʒ ſince tis apparent they intended not we thould 
be tried upon evidence, but by the way of a teſf or 
' Inquiſition. And tho he don't like the word teſt, yet 
1 am much miſinform d, if ſome did not before hand 
ſpeak of what was to be done under that name. 
As towhat he ſays about the offer made us to take 
our choice out of four teſts, I ſhall conſider it when 
I come to the citizens paper, becauſe there tis ex- 
| preſs'd in true Engliſh, 
TRE world will bluſh for thoſe who could bear 
hard upon ſo excellent a man as Mr. Withers, and 
could refuſe to accept that declaration which he of- 
fer d to make in the words of Bp. Narr ſon, as is men- 
tion'd in the Caſe p. 4. Their rejecting him at the 
conference ſhew'd plainly, that let a man expreſs 


his faith haw he would, they would reject him, un- 
- leſs he would ſubmit to their authority to preſcribe 
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any circumſtances of the ſatisfaction he has given. 
I heartily wiſh he may never be uneaſy under 
that arbitrary power he has ſubmitted to, and that 
he may have all the comfort and ſucceſs he can 
deſire. I quarrel with no man for not having juſt 
the ſame apprehenſions with my ſelf, provided my 
own liberty and conſcience are not invaded ; and 
am well ſatisfied, he 1s a man of too much 
temper, ſenſe and honeſty, ever to be acceſſary to 
any attempt of that nature. | 

IN anſwer to what I ſaid of the manner in 
which 1, was brought hither, he ſays, p. 9. That 
tis indeed the more ſad, that a man ſo nnanimon 
calPd and ſo: well beloved ſhould unhappily fall into er- 
rors, &c. But this is not proved; nor has there 
been the leaſt evidence produc'd that I am either 
in an error, or a pretended one, unleſs it be that 
of the ſubordination ; which if an error, is an er- 
ror common to me, and almoſt all the divines that 
have ever written upon the ſubject. Beſides, he 
do's not touch the matter alleg'd that for, viz. to 
ſhew the cruelty, as well as injuſtice, of their now 
picking a quarre] with me, and leaving me, as 
much as in them lies, in a deſtitute condition, after 
they had with ſo much importunity brought me 
from a very quiet and comfortable ſettlement ; and 
that too, when they pretend not to have prov'd any 
thing againſt me. I leave this upon their cenſei. 
ences, when J hope they will come to review theit 
conduct in a cooler temper. i * 

He need be at no loſs to account for my com- 
plying with the people's invitation, tho? I have 
not changed my notions of the Trinity ſince my 
coming. For he is not able to prove any error 
npon me ; nor can I imagine, why I might not 
flatter my ſelf, that, by the bleſſing of God, my 
{ſervice might be uſeful here, as well as it was elſe 


Where, And indeed, as I from the firſt endeavour d 
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£87 | 
to preach ical religion with all plainneſs, 


Fithout infiſting upon controverted ſpeculations, 
no notions of mine hindred either the acceptable- 


sor uſefulneſs of my endeavours here, till a 
rty was form'd againſt me by ſome men, whom 
heartily pray God to forgive. | 
7.4 $ALD, p. 2. © The controverſy is about ex- 
Z plaining the doctrine of the Trinity. He ſays, 
is, about explaining it away. Perhaps he may be in 
the right in ſome ſenſe; far I coufeſs they who make 
the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt to be in effect but 
one perſon, explain away the doctrine; but 1 hope 
they who believe them to be three perſons, and be- 
lieve all the ſcripture fays of each, cannot he fo 
charged. 
I alledg'd, that neither Mr. Hallet, nor I had the 
« Jeaſt hand in raiſing this controverſy, and that 
« we both endeavourd to ſtill it when it made a 
< noife.' In anſwer to which he will pretend to tell 
amy meaning: but I hope] may, without offence, let 
him know, that I do not thank him much for his of- 
fer'd fervice. I hope I can expreſs my meaning 
plain enough my ſelf ; and have done it in that 
place; and when I want one to expreſs it for me, 
he is very nnlikely to be the man I ſhall pitch np- 
on, becauſe he appears to me to have a very indit- 
ferent talent at expreſſing his own. 
Mr. Hallet remembers not that the ever reported of 
me, that I propagated theſe notions, or ſaid downright 
all was owing to me. And fince he denies it, he 
cannot be an evidence againſt me. I have the 
more reaſon to believe him, becauſe I know I ne- 
ver gave him ground for any ſuch report. He owns 
he has ſaid, People reported ſo of me, and never 
meant to aſſert any thing farther. And if Mr. Hal- 
let had ſaid ſo, would you have counted it a crime 
in him? He and I axe both innocent hitherto, 8 


— 
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[9] 
He- goes on, and endeavours to fix ſomewhat 
upon Mr. Hallet, charging him to have ſpread their in- 
famous books. If he means Arius detected, &c. I 
can't ſuſpe& him; if The inocent vindicated, he ut- 
terly denies it. He adds : That he hath changed his 
doxology both in prayer and ſinging. He kept to the 
common doxology in prayer for the moſt part, 
aſcribing honour and glory to the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, and that to the laſt; and as toſinging, 
he knows of no change he has made, nor did Fo e- 
ver give the clerks ſuch an order as I did, which 
ſhews the urging that in my caſe is only a ſorry 
excuſe for a bad cauſe, ſince he who comply'd with 
them, met with no more favour than I who would 
not | "FACS 
As to leaving out the word God in that article 
of the communion of the Holy 'Ghoſt, in the 
benediction, he has twothings to plead for him- 
ſelf. 1. That St. Paul has done ſo too. 2ly and 'ef- 
pecially,That he conform'd to the great ſtandard of 
orthodoxy, Mr. John Lavington, who uſes to leave 
it out in like manner. | E 
Offence has been taken at Mr. Hallet's ſermons, to 
my certain knowledge, when he gave none. I have 
been preſent my felf, when not a word has been 
faid about the Trinity, but he has inſiſted upon 
Chriſt's being the ſole king of his church, and that 
men ſhould make the ſcriptures the only rule of 
their faith and practice; and yet offence has been 
taken. One thing likewiſe which he ſometimes 
ſpoke of was offenſive, and that was per ſecution, 
which was taken to be an inſinuation of a diſpoſi- 
tion in ſome to perſecute. Jam ſorry it proved he 
had more foreſight than my ſelf; but I leſs won- 
der at fome people's being offended at this than at 
any thing elſe; for who is ſo barbarous as not to 
fart at the ſuggeſtion of their being capable of a 


thing ſo wicked? Who would not preſently cry | 


out 
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out with Haxael: But what is thy ſervant a dog, that 
he ſhould do this great thing? 2 Kings viii. 12. 

H x charges him with ſhewing much incon ſtan 
in bis conver ſation about the matters of his own faith. 
No anſwer can be given to ſuch a general charge; 
but one thing I may. perhaps innocently ſay, that 
If this be taken for a ſufficient ground to eject mi- 
niſters, ſeveral more may meet with the ſame fate: 
I mean thoſe who ſometimes own, and at others diſ- 
own,Chriſt to have been the ſon of God before his 
incarnation. _ | $14 he | 

Bu r, ſays he, to give inſtances of what has been done 
by theſe two miniſters, in order to propagate and ſtreng- 
then theſe notions is a way of much more clamour and 
contention, than the bottom their accuſation reſts upon. 
The truth-is the accuſation itſelf, according to his 
own account, has neither top nor bottom, as we ſay ; 
but is all vain clamour and unchriſtian contention. 
What a difingenuous part do's he act, when he pre- 
tends we have done ſomewhat, and he could prove 
it, did it not tend to clamour and contention ? 
whereas we defy him to allege and prove a ſingle 
Inſtance, and he has not yet done it. But *tis the 
way of the man, When he ſpeaks of our preach- 
ing at the deſire of the Gentlemen, thus he comes 
off; p. 5. Aud in what manner the deity of Chriſt was 
defended in pur ſuance thereof, the citizens need not be 
told. Deſignedly imputing fome crime to us, tho 
we are not to know what it is, in order to our clea- 
ring our ſelves. I wiſh I could ſee how I might lay 
all the blame of his conduct upon his underſtan- 
ding. 35 95 _ . EN Ner- 
Bro let us hear what the bottom 1s npon which 
our accuſation reſts. And *'tis this, as he tells us: 
That they have not according to their bounden duty, uſed 
their endeauours to preach down and: diſcourage thoſe 
danderous errors. I remember nothing of this na- 
ture ment ion d at our tryal and <jectinent, * 


3 — 


E 
tis very impertinent. But ſuppoſe it had been 
inſiſted on; Was this a ſufficient cauſe of ejecting 
us? Muſt a miniſter. be ejected if he has not the 
ſame apprehetition of the danger of an error ti at 
perhaps his neighbours have, or can't follow them 
10 all the wild conſequences they would draw from 
it? Or it he thinks it as dangerous as they do, is 
there a necoſſity of his agreeing perfectly with 
their opinichi of the proper methods of oppoſing 
it? Suppoſe he thinks a violent oppoſition will 
{pread- the error, as it has now bcen tried and 
found true, muſt he be ejected for that, or for be- 
ing directed by his own prudence rather than other 
mens. And why might nat I, tor inſtance, with- 
out offence, pay a greater deference to the judg- 
ment of Mr, Haitet and Mr.  ithers, than of Mr. La 
vington, or even of the ſeven ? Suppoſe a miniſter 
is conſcious of his own inability, and ſecs the con- 
troverſy is too hard for him, and therefore leaves it 
to thoſe who have more {kill ; will he by ſuch 
things deſerve an ejectment? Nay ſuppoſe that he 


has actually gratified the deſires of people, and en- 


deavour'd with all the plainneſs and evidence he 
could to clear the truth, and when he hath done 
ſo, 1s told he had better have let it alone, as a 
modeſt brother very civily told me to my face, a- 
ter I had preach'd upon the ſubject, and hereupon 
he is diſconrag'd from farther attempts; is this a 
ſufficient reaſon to eject him? Muſt every mini- 
ſter be caſt off that wants a particular miniſter's 
great abilities. or cart talk after his learned man- 
ner? If what he here ſays be true, That it was our 
duty to convince gainſayers, I can't ſee but that others 
{hould have been ejected at the ſame time with us, 
tor I queſtion very much whether they have convin- 
ced any ſuch, and if they ſhould be paid accord irg 
to what they have done of that Lature, they will 

n | B -.; — "_— 
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ſhort enough in their ſalary, His other ſpitctul 
inſinuations I paſs over. 
HE has a ſingular paſſage, p. 10. What he cal's an 
Inquiſition worſe than that of Spain or Portugal, is 
evidently one of the plaineſt dutics in the world; that men 


ould be open in confeſſing their faith, when great and | 


neceſſary 2 call for it. There are three- faults 
in this paſſage; the firſt is the ſmall one they call 
falſbood; for 1 {aid not, that was an inquiſition 
o/ e than any in Spain, but that an inqu iſit ion was 
as truly ſet up as ever there was any in Spain. If 
he takes tais way, I delire he will never pretend 


to be an cplainer of my meaning. The ſecond 


fault I charge the paſſage with, is that it is either 
downright confuſion, or elſe a freſh inſtance of 
talſhood; for no one is ſo ſenſeleſs as to call mens 
being open in confeſing their faith inquſit ion; what 


I called fo was the putting ſuch teſts upon men to 


extort confeſlions from them, And if he can prove 
this the plaineſi duty in the world, he will deſeive a 
noble penſion from the Inquijition-ofice in Spain and 
Portugal, The third fault is that *tis impertinent; 
becauſe every man muſt judge for himſelf, and 
not this author for every man, when great and ne- 
ceſſary reaſons call for this apen confefton. Beſides, 
the miniſters retuſed not an open confeſton of their 
faith; they made it publicly in the pulpit ; they 
only refuſed to make it according to the teſt, which 
arbitrary men would impoſe upon them. 

Ar Tru I had ſpoken, Caſe p. 2. of the ſeven 
miniſters pick'd ont as fic for the purpoſe, I added: 


Had an equal nuniber been choſen on both ſides, 


* ſome good might have been expected: but theſe 
« minaſters, Win were really parties in the contro- 
verſv, purſned no deſigns of peace.” And here he 


aks. bow T can with ary mndefly urge this, ſince Mr. 


Hall t and I Loth refuſed a ſolemn conference ? 
The thing is plain cnongh, When they came, 
they 
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relating to me, without firſt hearing what I bad to ſay, 
a hearing. This which I propos d wos quite a difle- 
rent thing from what had been. before pre pos'd to 


me, and the liberty of vindicating my felt. But 
the offer made me was of a different hature; and 


it. A certain miniſter then ſent his propoſal to 
Mr. Withers, to be communicated to Mr. Hallet and 


[13 ] 
they came as arb:trators or judges, and *twas un- 
Juſt that all the arbitrators ſhould be choſen by one 
nde in a quarrel, And certainly when they had the 
vanity to act in that capacity, and took upon thein 
to judge in our quarrel, I had reaſon enough to in- 
11it upon it, as I did, that they ſhould give 10 advice | 


And let the world judge of the prudence and <quz- 
ty of thoſe ſeven miniſters, by their not giving ns 


me. I inſiſted upon hearing the accuſation againit 


let the world judge whether I did amiſs in refuſing 


m— = Xs - 


my ſelf; and afterwards I believe ſpake of it to 

us. It was, that a number of miniſters ſhould meet 
us {tatedly, and talk over the texts of ſcripture res | 
lating to the controverſy; that if any text cculd 
not be anſwer d at one time, they ſnould conſider 
it againſt the next. All that I could perceive de- 


—̃ 


ſign'd in it, at beſt, was, to deal with us like per- 


ſons who were in ſome grievous error, in order to 
reclaim us; but I could nat learn there was any 


deſign of impartially ſearching for truth: it was 


to convince us, not to be convinced by us: and 
ſuch a conference I truly ſcorn'd. Beſides, I thought 
I already perceiv'd their ſtrength, and did not like 
to ſpend my time in what I apprehended would be 
an uſeleſs wranghng. And indeed ſome of theſe 


T ſuppoſed I muſt confer with, were men I could 


not much truſt ; and I believe Mr. Hallet might be 
ofthe ſame mind. I remember wl:en Mr. I ther 
acquainted me with the motion firſt, he told m 
the anſwer he return'd was, That tho he was wi 


ling to confer with any miniſters, he queſtion? 
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whether I would not think, that men who would 
cenſure me for my thoughts, would much more 
make me an offender tor a word; or to that pur- 
pale. And this writer ſhews plainly enough this 
was the deſign, when he tells us; It was farther pro- 
pos'd, That if any evil conſequences were apprehended 
likely to ariſe from ſuch conferences, every one ſhould 
ſubſcribe to keep all that paſt ſecret FOR A TIME. 
And ſo when that time was over, theſe Gentlemen 
might uſe their diſcretion. One would think ſuch 
men had {tndied the art of inſiuuation, ſo ſucceſsful- 
ly practis d by the friends of the Inquiſition abroad. 
And was it not p.udent in us to avoid ſuch a con- 
terence ? Who can tell what ſcraps of accuſation 


they would have pick'd up from a free diſcourle ? 


Whereas now our z2ghteouſneſs ſhines as the light, and 
our judgement as the noon day; and our judges them- 
ſelves are not able to give any tolerable account 
what they condemn'd us for. *Tis true when three 
of the ſeven came to me, I declin'd talking of the 


controverſy for the ſame reaſon I mention'd before. 


Beſides, I did not apprehend that I was under any 
obligation at all to talk over the controverſy with 
them. I inſiſted to them upon knowing what I 


was charged with, and found it lay in two things, 


v1z. that I would neither preach, nor print about 


the controverſy , I remember very well I let them 
Know; that the ſame was the caſe as to moderate 
calviniſm, about which I never had or deſigned to 
; preach, tho' I thought my ſentiments would have 
been agreeable enough to the greater part of the 


people; and if the miniſters pretended to preſcribe 


to me what I ſhonld print about, I ſhould ſcorn 
their motion. 


The next paragraph relates to nothing in the Caſs. 
Che truth is this; two Gentlemen of the congrega- 
ion ſeem'd more uneaſy than the reſt; they had 


alk'd to me ſometimes z and 'tis very poſſible I 


night, 
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might not ſatisty them; for they would be ſatisfi- 


ed with nothing, unleſs I would ſay as they did. 
. Afterwards I was willing to try whether I could 


not convince them, that I had a vaſlly greater no- 
tion of the work of redemption than they could 
have. I underſtood the great thing which ſtuck 
with them, was that my op1nion overthrew that, 
and ſo our ſalvat ion; and x era I deſid to talk 
freely with them; and the Gentleman who carried 
the meſlage to them, brought me word fiom them, 
that they would both c ne along with him, that 


we might diſcburſe the watter ; but they never | 


came. So that if I were to give an invidious turn, 
I might ſay, it was a fear of conviction that kept 
them from fulfilling their promiſe, rather than the 
unſatisfactorineſs of former diſcourſe upon the ſub- 


ject, which would have kept them from at firſt 


making it. 
His next paragraph is a notorious falſification 


of my words : I ſpeak of being heard by the arbi- 


trators before they gave their verdict; he ofa 
hearing before the Gentlemen. Nor is it true, that 
I refuſed to declare my faith; for in points in which 
I was ſatisfied, and they could have any right 
to demand my judgement, I was not unwilling to 
declare it, in my own, or in ſcripture words; tho? 
I would not be tied down to other mens, and patti- 
cularly thoſe of the ſeven. EI 
He ſays I complain of haſt ; but has the modeſty 


not to tell in what reſpect, becauſe he could not 


declare that without bluſhing for his triends. See 
Caſe, p. 3. 


IF he will not underſtand the things he writes 


about, I cannot help it. The ſcripture makes it 
cur duty openly to confeſs the faith we learn from 
thence, not that Which men impoſe upon us. 


never blame men for expreſſing the faith they 


think they have receiv d from the ſcriptures, in 
their 
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their own words; I do the ſame my ſelf; bnt I ne- 
ver make my own words a rule to others. 

Ty he knows Lever inſiſt on eny unſcriptural 
form of words, that I require men to aſſent to, let 
him ſhew it : I declare I do not. Nay, as I al- 
ways in progeny. the Creed leave out the article 
ot the Deſcent of Chriſt into bell, becauſe I don't be- 
lieve many underſtand it in the ſenſe in which 
tis true; ſo I have declar'd that if any one ſticks 


at any other article, I will either put it into ſerip- 


ture words, or leave it quite out, So that he may 
Tee I am very conſiſtent; and his certain reaſon 
for which he ſays, I ſeruple not the apoſtles creed, he 
may ſtill keep to himfelt ; it can be none of mine, 
who don't know what it is. DOORS 
I Now come to the behaviour of the proprietors 
in' ſhutting the doors - againſt us, which I charge 
upon them as a notorious act of injuſtice, He 
ſets down ſome words as tho they were mine, tho 
they are not; and indeed I don't blame him much, 
that he did not produce my words ; for the thing 
was too foul for him to tranſcribe, unleſs he had 
been able to ſay ſomething in anſwer. A quite 
different repreſentation from mine was made of 
this matter, to juſtify their proceedings, before the 
Caſe appear d; and loud outcries were rais'd againft 
the Caſe at firſt ; but when they knew I could 
prove what I ſaid by ſubſtantial evidence, they 
. cool upon this head, and now talk moderate- 
, tho they lay open their ſhame, He jnmbles 
the committee of thirteen, and the four proprietors 
together, and inſtead of anſwering what I objected 
againſt the proprietors, he talks of an objection 
which he ſays was made againſt both. They did, 
ſays he, act by themſelves, and for themſelves, but 
they knew, and were well aſſur d, that thoſe that love 
the truth would be of their mind in the main. Sure 
the ſeven miniſters have left the Gentlemen = my 
urc 
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urch, as F thought they would, Caſe p. 7. or T 
hould not be put off with ſuch a torry anſwer. 
And however they may ſecretly applaud the ma- 
nagement, and triumph in the facceſs; yet I don't 
wonder that they are aſhanrd to declare openly to 
the world their approbation. Oh wretched cauſe! 
that is forc to be expos'd in a liel, becauſe it 
can't piocure ſo much as one perſon of any re pu- 
tation publicly to ſet his name to the defence 
of it. Well, but let us conſider what he ſays: and 
pray whom are we to underſtand by "_ that love 
the truth £ Why may not this be the chaiacter of 
ſuch as have impartially ſearch'd after it, as well 
as of thoſe who have taken up with an implirit 
taith ? Or why may not this be the claracte: of 
all, that they love the truth, however they in 
be in a mifiake about it? Certainly they who fd 
they love the truth, may abate a little, without 
any difparagement; oi this air of infallibility, and 
allow that they themſclves may poſſibly be in the 
wrong, and that other men may love the truth as 
well as they. But put this now into plain Bugliſb, 
and ſuppoſe he means, as he evidently do's, that 
thoſe who are of the minds of the Gentlemen are 
the only men that love the truth; and then he 
mult be underſtood to ſpeak ſach a great matter as 
this, That the Gentlemen were well aſſur'd that 
« thoſe who were of their mind, would be of their 
mind in the main. And who can make any 
doubt of it? | 
Bur I would have him conſider, that *tis not 


men's love of the truth that gives them a right to 
juſtice; nor is property, any more than dominion, , 
It this matter be conſider'd 


founded in grace. | 
with reference to the proprietors, it was a betray- 


ing of the truſt lodg'd in them by the people, as 


well as an injuſtice and oppreſſion towards the mi- 


niſters; if it be conſidered with reference to the 
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thirteen, tis an aſſuming of that right which do's 
not belong to them. And indeed there is ſome- 
what very aggravating in their conduct; for tho 
this controverſy has been atoot theſe two yeais, 
et they never once called the people together; 
ut at laſt took upon them to proceed in ſuch a vi- 
olent manner ot their own heads, not withſtanding 
there was an order agreed upon at the meeting of 
the contributers, that a meeting ot them all ſhould 
be ſummon'd Once every year ; ta which agree- 
ment four of the preſeut thirteen have ſubſerib'd 
their hands, as I Have ſeen in the inſtrument. 
And ſure, ſays he, twas nu unreaſonable thing to 
preſume on their conſent, in a matter of ſuch moment, 
The greater the moment was of the matter, with 
the more caution, exactneſs and juſtice, thould 
they have proceeded, Beſides, they really did 
not preſume on the conſent ot the pecple, but 
were afraid of the contrary ; as appears by the de- 
claration of one of the proprictors,. who could not 
be unacquainted with the methods of the thirteen, 
in the finiſhing ſtroke of which he was to have ſo 
great a hand: See Caſe, p. 5. He go's on, telling us; 
ftwas no unreaſonable thing to ſuppoſe it ts be no 
matter of doubt with them, whetber they ſhould fland. 
by the doctrine of the Trinity, or not; or whetber 
they ſhould own the Son of God to be one God with tbe 
Father; This is not the point, as appears by what 
has been already ſaid; but 1s only an amuſement, - 
to impoſe upon, and blind, the people. or whether 
they ſhould. fland by thoſe miniſters that will not pro- 
feſs and defend the true faith; He ſhould have ac - 
ded. as it is contain'd in the ſcriptures, and not in 
the dictates of weak and fallible men. or leave the 
meeting houſes open to ſuch. By the very ſame right 
they might have diſpoſed, of any part of the peo- 
ples eſtates, to ſupport the ſeme cauſe; preſuming 
they were willing to be fo uſed. I put it to this 
1 writer 
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writer, whether the light was not the peoples? 
whether he believes in his coulcicnce the people x 
ever had the leaſt thought or intruſting them 
with ſuch a puwer as ther aſſumed ? whether all 
the rules of equity and juſtice did not requue the 
ſhould be cor ſulted in the cate, and that nothing 
ſhould be done which the people had not impows 
er'd them to do. without their concnrrence? The 
committee ther: fore, tho ating jor themſelves , yet 
were fully per juaded, that the people would concur with 
them beretn. I His is no more a juſtific ation of the 
committee, than it would be a juſtification of a 
jadge, who condemm'd a man without the verdict 
of a jury, to plead, that he was tully perſuaded a 
jury would have concurr'd with hun therein. r 
were they diſappointed in their hopes ; for they have 
had their brethren together in à great body, who then 
declared themſelves fully ſatisfied in the meaſures that 
have beeu taken for the fecurity of their faith, and 
heartily thank'd them for it. I antwer, 1. That it 
is no quitification of the arbitrary proceedings oi a 
Judge, who paſſes and executes a ſentence, that 
he afterwards calls a jury together to approve of 
what he has done; and much leſs is this a juſtifi- 
| cation of one who acts after that rate, aſtuming ' 
the office of a judge, tho' he was never intruſted 
® with it, The queſtion is, whether what the thir- 
teen, and eſpecially what the proprietors, did, 
was juſt and equitable in the doing? if it was not 
ſo then, it was not in the pcoples power, hy their 
ſubſequent approbat ion, to alter the nature of | 
things, and make an unzuit act to become juſt. 
2. Suppolizg that the mecting he talks of kad 
been the proper judges, yct was ever ſiich a thing 
2 
— 


as this known, that the accuſers alone ſhenld be I 
heard, and the accuſed not have liberty to anſwer 
before their judges for themſelves? Heathen 
„ | would bluſh at fuch dra. Acts —__ 6. 
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Thus we were dealt with at that meeting: things 
were laid to our charge, and we never heard. 
3. Not a you body, but the whole body of the peo- 
ple, the ſame that choſe us, had the right of jndg- 
ment ; whereas this was not the whole body of the 
people, but a juncto, or cabal of perſons ſuppos'd 
to be of the ſame ſide; for the ſuinmons for their 
meeting was not general, but they left out ſuch 
as they thought would oppoſe them; and when 
ſome of the miniſters friends, tho? not ſummon'd, 
ſent to know whether they might come among 
them, they were refus'd. And in the whole 
of their proceedings ſo little regard was had to 
Juſtice, as that it was delied, and the leaſt colour 
and ſhew of it was avoided. 4. To that meeting I 
may juſtly oppoſe another, when the ejected mi- 
niſters ſent a fair ſummons indifferently to all to 
meet them, and complained to thoſe that met 
them, who were not a few, of the arbitrarineſs 
and injuſtice of what had been done againſt them; 
and that arbitrarineſs and injuſtice was con- 
demn'd, and the miniſters conduct approv'd, ne- 
mine contradicente. 

E favs: Mr. Peirce ſuggeſts, That he would 
have had thoſe that were diſlatisfied to have with- 
drawn and leſt the place, i. e. He would have had at 
. {eaſt five parts in fix to haue gone out of a, houſe which 
was their own, and haue left it to thoſe who would 
have alter d their faith and manner of worſhip. I 
ſuggeſted not that I would have had the greater 
number to give place to the leſs; but that they 
ought to have tried which was greater, and have 
left the matter wholly to the deciſion of the body : 
and truly had this been fairly done, I queſtion 
much, whether the greater number had not then 
been on the miniſters ſide, But had thoſe of the 
propietors ſide been not only five in ſix, but even 
nineteen in twenty, they ought to have withe 
ER : drawn, 
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manner ? 
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drawn, unleſs they would put the matter to a fair 
trial, and turn out the miniſters only by juſt pro- 
ceedings. Aud to ſay the houſe was their own is 
abſurd; it as much belong'd to one as another, 
and was to be diſpos'd of wholly by the majority. 


Nor did we attempt to alter their faith or manner 


of Worſhip ;, for I hope a ſcripture worſhip is what 
they are for; and I ſuppoſe they will not charge 
me with altering my worſhip from what it was 
when they moſt approv'd of it, And now we 
heartily join with them in their appeal to all the 


world, whether this be equitable. The queſtion is 


not, whether the greater number or the leſs ſhould 
have withdrawn ? but which was the greater or 
the leſs? which could only appear by calling them 
together, and leaving the matter to them. And 
as the miniſters were put in poſſefiion by the 
whole body, nothing leſs than a majority could 
rightlully eje& them; and if thoſe who were the 
majority really, would not venture their cauſe up- 
on a fair trial, they ought to have leit the place 
to the other that that were willing to abide it. 
But I have yet another thing to mention on this 
occaſion; and that is, ſuppoſing the proprietors 
ſide had been, according to this repreſentation, 


five to one, and that they had by due proceedings 


turn'd out the other from the larger meeting, yet 


ſince they did not like to join with them in the 
of God, was it not cruel not to grant 


worſhip « 
*em one of the three places of worſhip? Had they 
been allow'd the ſmalleſt place, it would not have 


been diſproport ion'd to his own account of their | 


number. It. they might not be ſufferd to wor- 
ſhip God with their brethren, ſhould they 


allow'd to worſhip God at all? Why ſhould they 
have been diſtreſs in ſuch an arbitrary and cruel 
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Bur, as he ſays, I do inſiſt, That this ſhould 
have been try d by a vote; add I think his an- 
wer is little to the purpoſe, when he ſays; This 
we acknow ledge, would have been a regular way, and 
ſuch as we would have choſen in an ordinary caje. l 
1uppole, by an ordinary caſe he means ſuch a caſe 
where they could be ture of carrying their point 
in a regnlar way; and by a regular way he muſt 
mean a way that is according to the rules of ju- 
ſtice and equity; it he do's not, I woul tain 
have him ſhew how it can be clear'd from, what I 
charged it with, being unnft and oppreſire. And 
he ougit to have confider'd, that the rules of ju- 
ſtice are calculated for extraordinary, as well as 
ordinary, cafes; and that no caſe can juſtify ſuch 
n paipable and deliberate tranſgrefſion of them, 
Tis upon this fact eſpecially, as ſtated in the 

£27, that I ground my charge of injuſtice in the 
£3 -<ctiaent ; and tho' my reprelentation was moſt 
ſadly complain'd or at firſt, yet now it appears to 
all the wa: ld to be, in every part of it, jaſt and 
true; and they Who are the moit concern'd, are 
not able to {ay any thing at all to diſprove it. As 
little to the pu poſe is what he lays, in the next 
place, to Jaſti y theſe proceedings, pretending 
the proprietors at::g alone in this affair, was, becauſe 
they thought the do#rine of the Trinity, and the dei- 
ty of Chriſt, were too great matters to be offer d to 
the vote, ar made the ſub ect of contention, Now, in 
anſwer to this, T deſire to offer theſe things to 
their conſideration : 1. That the reterring it to 
the people to vote for and againſt our ejectment, 
3s not a putting the Trinity or deity of Chriſt to 
aà vote. This is only an artful miſrepreſentation 
ofthe matter. 2. There is no greater ſacredueſs 
in the four propietors than in the body of the 
church; nav. as the one owe their conſtitution to 
the laws of Criſt, and th: other are a contrivance 
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charge them as ſetting up for infallibility, when 
they proceed in the ſame manner with them? I 
muſt own, I am for abſolute liberty in matters of 
religion, and againſt any man's being perſecuted Þ; 
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for the ſake of the law of the land, more reſpe& 
was to be paid to the vote of the church than to 
the vote of the tour; and yet 1 ſuppoſe the four 
ejected us by agreement, which is the ſame thing 
as by vote. 3. It the pretended matters were too 
great to be put to a vote, why did ſome people 
thew themiclves 1o well pleaſed that the ſam 
were this ſeſſien put to the vote in both houſes? 
4. Their practice carries in it the moſt in jurious 
refiection upon the ever bleſſed God, as tho he lo- 
ved robbery for burnt offering , or his truth and 
cauſe could ever need to be ſupported by methods 
ot oppreſſon and injuſtice. How could this wri- 
ter avoid thinking of thoſe expoſtulations, waich 
may as ſtrongly be urged againſt acting as ſpea- 
king? Job x11. 7, 8. Vill ye {peak wickedly for 
Gor? 03. talk iocentiully for him? Will ye accept 
bis perion? Vill yes contend for Cod? Is it good that 
he ould fearch you out? or 65 one mocketh another, 
do ye jo mock him? 5, Is not this dowright per- 
ſecution ? Is not bere an unjuſt depriving men ot 
their right and property for the ſake of a ſuppoſed 


- error in their judgment? And if that is nat, what 
can be perſecution? 6. Have not the Diſſenters 
who have acted in this manner, or abetted thoſe | 
that have, jquiltified the oppreilions they uſed to 
complain of in their adverſaries ?, Why might not 


they as well oppreis to ſecure epiſcapacy, which 


they pretend to be abſolutely neccſlary, as the 


Diſſenters do the ſame, for the ſake of any thing 


they pretend to be a neceſſary and important 
truth? With what face can they blame them for 


impoſing teſts upon miniſters, when they practiſe 


the ſame thing themſelves? or why ſhould they 
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for the ſake of his religious principles, that donot 
affect the civil ſtate, This J have over and over 
declar'd to the world; and J thought the Diſſen- 
ters generally, and a very few only excepted, had 
been of my mind. In the ſimplicity of iny heart, 
judg d them to be as fincere in their concern for 
the only ground of our toleration, as J am myſclt; 
and more particularly did J think fo of my own 
flock, wno had teſtified their liking of what IT had 
written againſt perſecation, in my Vindication of 
the Di ſſenters againſt Dr. Nichols, and my Letter 
to Dr. Snape: 1 am very ſorry to find my ſelf now 
convinc'd, 1 have been in a conſiderable miſtake 
concerning them; tho” I own, and bleſs God for 
it, there are a great many Diſſenters, and eſpecial- 
ly in Lond on, who underſtand the foundations of 
their caufe, and have ſhew'd themſelves zealous 
tor liberty. But as to the reſt, I frankly now de- 
clare my judgment, that they have forever ſtopp'd 
the mouths of all advocates for them and their 
cauſe, that will pretend to talk conſiſtently ; nor 
is it a poſlible thing for a man of ſenſe to defend 
them; and I profeſs my ſelf a Diſſenter from «ll 
ſuch Diſſenters; and 1 long to ſee the time, 
which theſe things ſeem working to, when the 
'” Friends of liberty ſhall be form'd into one party, 
without any ſubdiviſion, being able to bear aud 
Join with one another, notwithſtanding their dit- 
ferent ſentiments about abſtruſe matters, or modes 
of worſhip. And T hope it will pleaſe God to in- 
cline the hearts of our ſenators, not to regard the 


ill uſe ſome Diſſenters may have made of the li- 


berty ted them, by their endeavours to 
break of 9＋˖2 the liberty of others; but rather 
to contrive to eaſe the true friends of liberty of all 
birthens that lie upon them, that ſo ſuch a union 
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may become the more practicable. * 


in the words of the prope 7 
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I con now to the Gentlemen's paper relating 
to the account I gave in the Gaſe of our conference 
with them. They object ho. 7 e four articles 
which I will diſtinctly ſpeak to. 

1. In general then we ſay, the conference is 
miſrepreſented , for he bath omitted ſome things that 
were offer d, and were very material: As particularly, 
that it was propoſed, We would accept of the miniſters 
aſſenting to the true and proper deity of Chrift, either 

t7 


on then before them, or of 
the firſt article of the Church of England, or of the 
6th anſwer in the aſſemblies catechiſm, or of the de- 
claration of the miniſters AN in our city in Sep- 
rember, 1718, whereas Mr. Peirce only mentions the 
firſt and omits the other three. EY | 

I AN<WER, I. that I could have no deſign in 
omitting the mention of theſe three things, be- 
cauſe as they were propos'd to us in a former cons 
ference in November as is related in this pamphlet, 
p- 6. ſoit was always my intention in the larger Caſe 
I am preparing to mention them particularly. 2.T 
could not fairly mention theſe three things as pro- 


pos d at that conference, becauſe I did not then, 


nor do I now, remember that they were particu- 
larly mention'd. Once indeed 1 remember that 
one of the Gentlemen took natice that three things 
were propos'd to us at a former conference ; but 
I judg'd what he faid to have been purely his 
own motion, without any previous agreement 
of the Gentlemen; and I am apt to think that he 
did not particularly name the three things; but 
that if he delign'd it, ſome other diſcourſe inter- 
rupted and prevented him. This I can ſay, that 
J cannot remember his particularly reckoning 
them up, tho I knew well enough what they were. 
3. I believe every one preſent muſt remember 
and own, that the great thing inſiſted on and u- 
ged thro the whele conference, was that article of 
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the ſeven; and I have the more reaſon to think, 
that the pretence now alledg'd, is a mere ſhift, be- 
cauſe when I ſpoke with one of the Gentlemen 
before the conference, and a{l'd him what we 
were to do at it, he told me the thing that would 
be put to us, was to own that the Sou of God was 
one God with the Father, and mention'd nothing 
elſe. I might add too, that had the fiiſt article 
of the church of England been to particularly men- 
tion'd, why may it not be thought probable, that 
Mr. Withers would then rather have accepted it 
than be ejected with us? | 

II. He hath ni l ſented even that which was ſaid 
not relating it r1ght, either as to the manner or method 
in which it was ſpoken : and tho this is not very mate- 
rial in it ſelf, yet it ſhews, the conference is not natural- 
ly repreſented, but artfully ſet out to ſerve a deſign. 
s not to be ſuppos d, that any man, in rela- 
ting ſuch a conference, can be always ſecure that 
he relates every thing juſt in the ſame order in 
which it was ſpoken. I can truly ſay I related it 
as near as I could in the true order of it, nor can I 
now recolle& any one miſtake I have made there- 
in. I deſire I may be help'd by them to put it in a 
better order, againſt the larger account appears. I 
know of no deſign I have ſerv'd, or needed to uſe 
art for: the naked relation of the fact being every 
way. ſufficient to anſwer my deſign. And if 
this charge is not, as they own, very material, I 
think it had been full as reputable for the ten ſub- 
ſcribers, if they had not hes it with their names 
at the bottom. And that this cavil is very un- 
reaſonable, may appear by comparing the ac- 
counts Which are given of the temptations of our 
Saviour in Matth. iv. and. Luke iv. for the two 
latter of them are nct related in the ſame order, 
and conſequently canrot both be related in their 
natural order; fo that they may even accuſe one 


of 


— 2 9 %S 
8 . 


* Wy Ve 


- 


"TX" dk 


1 
of the Evangeliſts themſelves for the ſame 
they do me. 

III. He hath repreſented ſeveral things as ſpoken « 


this conference, which we are ſatisfied were not men- 


tion d there at all; and | ria from theſe words 
P. 4. I. 13. And here they ſet down two paſſages 
they pretend I did not ſpeak at the conference. 


Now, as to the latter of theſe, I have fo very| | 


8 and diſtinct a remembrance both of my 
1 80 it, and the occaſion of my ſpeaking it, 


at I could confirm the account I have given ot 


it with the moſt ſolemn oath. I remember very 


much wonder at: one end then I had in ſpcaking 
as I ſay I did, was to pump out of them, if poſh» 
ble, what they purpos'd to do; and as I had no 

nſwer trom them, I really apprehended the rea- 
Ra of that was, becauſe t would avoid diſco- 
therefore I am very ſure and poſitive. _ 
I vo not make much doubt, that I ſpake the 
other alfo ; but the reaſon why I will not le ſa 
7 about that as the other, is this; that I 

ad fo often ſpoken the ſame thing in all compa- 
nies, before that conference, that it was not fo 
eaſy to ſay diſtinctly where I had ſpoken it, ard 


where I did not. Tis poflible, that as this was | 


the often- declar d ſenſe of my 
ly pu | 
ha expreſs'd my ſelf fo, tho ſomewhat might 
put me by the Ging it. And ſuppoſing I had 
not ſpoken in the conference to that purpoſe, I 


ind, which I ful 


believe it was well known to have been before in 


declared ſenſe, ſo that they would not be the more 


excuſable in their proceedings. But, after all, I 


am verily perſwaded 1 did ſpeak fo, and it the 
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well, I thought they were very cloſe and reſerv'd |- 
in their deſigns, and did not care to let us into 
what they were about to do; which I do not now | 


yering their deſign. Concerning this paſſage 


rpos'd to declare there too, I might think I 


ts 
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entleman who ſaid to me, Then we have your au- 
ver, will pleaſe to recollect himſelf, I ain per- 
uaded, he will remember, it was upon my ſpea- 
eing in the manner I did, that he reply'd fo to 
ne. Andas we were ſometimes talking twa or 

chree in one company, and two or three in ano- 

ther, this might occaſion what I faid not to ve ta- 
ken notice of, eſpecially if I happen'd to ſpeak it 
to ſuch as were leſs likely to remember it, thro' 
the concern and ſurprize they were in, as he ex- 
preſſes it in the next article.. And I think veril 

their denying my ſpeaking theſe words is the leſs 

to be regarded, ſince they as much deny the o- 

ther, which I can ſolemnly declare I did ſpeak, 

and well remember to whom I directed them. 

IV. And whereas Mr. Peirce ſuggeſts, with reſpect 


to the final meſſage mention d, p. 5. as if ſome of the 


committee knew nothing of it; we certify, that it was 

ut to the vote, whether we ſhould diſcourſe the mini- 
fters a ſecond time, and reſolved in the negative. And 
when they were conſulting, who ſhould let the miniſters 
know it, and one offering to do it, ask d, What ſhall 


I fay ? it was replied, What you will. Then be ſaid, 


I will tell them, if they have no more to ſay to 


us, we have no more to ſay to them. And when 


return'd, being asd what he had ſaid, he repeated the 
ſame words, And if this was not remember d by any 
then preſent, it muſt be imputed to that concern and 
ſurprize they were in, when ingaged in ſo melancholy a 
work, tho ſo ah ſolutely neceſſary for the preſervation 
of truth. Andi 1s not this a confirmation or what 
I ſay? It two of the twelve (for no more were 
preſent) knew not of the meſſage, as may be the 
cafe, ſince only ten ſubſcribe this paper, may not 
what I ſay be trne, not withſtanding this ſubſcrip- 
tion? Two only might declare thev knew no- 
thing of the anſwer, and thev are ſuſſicient to ju- 
fttify my ſaying, ſome declare, &c. But A: 
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the two nonſubſcribers, one of which I knew. d 
clard as 1 ſaid, I can name two of the ſubſcribey : 
who declar'd the ſame thing betore witneſſes, wi 

| there. ore muſt now ſubſcribe to this, either uc 

8 the credit of others, or elſe upon their being help 
by their friends to recolle a matter they had foi 
gutten, when they made that declaration. But 0 
that be how it will; 1, who can produce my vod 
chers, beſide my own teſtimony, am not liable t 
any reflection upon this account. I pretence: 
not to know any thing of what they tranſacted te 

gether, any tarther than as I fad it from then 
Lives, And ſince the meſſage is now own'g q 
be true in my account, I leave every wan to judg 
as he thinks fit, of the decency of it, and whethe 
it was conſiſtent with the declaration they Fa 
juft betore made of their intention to part am ĩcall 
I Have done with the Gentleinens paper, an 
now I take my leave ot them, declare, that how 
ver tranſported they have been to {cme acts, not oi 
ly of indecency, bur injuſtice, thro' the heat of thei 
miſguided zcal, I ſhall always honour and refpc 
them; and it is my ſincere - 5 "any that no injurj 
they have done me may ever be laid to thel 
charge; for I wot that thro' ignorance they did it. Onli 
let me ſay, as the book in effect owns the main q 
my charge, and that the way taken was not regu 
lar; fo I wiſh that there had been at leaſt ſom 
{mall regret expreſs'd. But if they never thou] 
come to have any, I pr God to accept of tha 
general repentance which I donbt not they liv 
in the daily exerciſe of. As to the Gentleman ; 
whoſe hands the declaration of the ten ſubſcrihe | 
was left, I ſhall onlyſay, that if the deſign of leavin! 
it with him was to make the world believe thz 
he approv'd of theſe proceedings, they have don 
him wrong ; for he utterly diſhkes them, as ir 
gular and rar), and reſents the little tri 
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acreby that paper was, withont his knowing any 
ing or the deſign, put into his keeping. 
TE author of the Pamphlet now comes on again 
. 15. He chargeth, ſays he alittle book, lately pavliſh- 
dd. Intituled, Arius detecred with weakneſs and ma- 
ice, I might well do fo, tho my word is not malice, 
zut bitterneſs. and ſaith, All wiſe men will diſpiſe 
if. My words were, as to men of ſenſe we know 
ey cannot but diſpiſe it, But here he had occa- 


on to change them, that he might make his turn 


{pIN me come in the more handſomly, He ſhould, 
ays he, ſuff:r fools glally, ſeeirg be himſelf is wiſe. 
have with tolerable patience born with fome 
nens tolly ; but J think he is very wrong, if he 
:magines that text will juſtity a writer in playing 
che fool egregiouſly, or make it nnlaw.ul tor ano- 
ther to diſpiſe his management. And as for my 


ſelf, I make no boaſting of my wiſdom, and my 


whole condnct in this affair will juſtify me, that I 
am not wiſe in that ſenſe in which the apoſtle 


ſpeaks of the Corinthians as being wiſe, for I do not 


fufF-r it, if a man would bring me into bondage. 2 Cor. 


i. 19, 20. He ſays: tis by ſuch fools and fooliſh 


books, we hope ſuch wiſe men ns he ſhall be rebuked. 


_ Tis poſſible; for better men than I have been liable 
co, aud deprecated the ſame judgment: and I hope 
TI may without offence pray with Daui l according 
do the old tranſlation: Ps. xxxix. 9 Deliver me from 


11 mine offences ; aud make me not a rebuke to the ſoo- 


| 45H, It muſt be a bad cauſe that needs fo ſorry an 
advocate, and they muſt be weak people who can 
be impos'd upon by ſuch an one. I found the ſame 
: cenſure was paſs'd upon the book by as good judges 


as any I know, and I fear no hurt to my cauſe from 


books of that nature, where, people will vouchſafe 


to read on both ſides, as perhaps this writer would 


got care they ſhould. And the leſs am I in pain 
br waat that pamphlet can do, becauſe T gy 
C n 
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ſtand an anſwer has been undertaken by a perſon 
o is {ſufficient tor the work, and do's not want 
tor information concerning the ſtate of our affairs. 

IsAIPD ot this book that it charges us with 


things we do pot OWN, as that Chriſt is a creature 
880. This charge, he lays, 75 ſearcely true 11 it be 
ſcarcely true, it is true; as the righteous are ſaved, 


who are ſcarcely ſaved. But the thing is frequent- 
ly charged upon us. Thus p. 8, [have ſhown be- 
ore what they think of Chriſt, a hich and extraordt- 


Chrift. Again he ſays, p. 19. The Arians while they 
hold Chrift to Le but a creature, pray directiy to lin, 
&c. lee p. 24. 25, 27, 28, But he go's on: for the 
book only argues, that a voluntary production i; a crea» 
ture ; but doth unt aſſert that theſe men affirm Chiſt to 
be fo. But whence can he gather their notion but 
from their affirmations ? Aud it he ſays this is our 
not ion, is not that the ſame ching? 4 nd bow dos 
he know we ſay Chriſt is a voluntary production? 
He knows Dr. Clark do's not venture to ſay ſo. 
And whereas Mr. Peirce diſclaims for himſelf and 
his followers the name of Arians ior this reaton, be- 
canſe he diſowns the peculiar opinion of Arius; Ve 
ſay, that it is bard to łnom what the peculiar opinion 
of Arius was as it was for Arms himfelf to now bis 
own, till his ſcheme was iE d. And is not this a 
wonderful reaſan? It it be hard to know what his 
opinions were, will that privilege him at random to 
give men a Name to ſet the mob upon them ? Pray 
whereas the ſenſe of calling -us the diſciples of 
Arins, if he don't know what his opinions were? 
But tis no hard matter to know what the peculiar 
opinions of Arius, were. If he will read a letter of 
Alexander the Bp. of Alexandria in Socrates's biftory 
L. I. c. 6-- And Arius's own two Letters in Epiphanz- 
us, he may fee them plain enough. But what 
right has he to give names of reproach to apy.of 
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4 ſects and ſectarian names, and haters both of true 


L321 
his fellow Chriſtians ? Do's he like it when it 
comes to his own turn to be ſo ſerved ? How do's 
he like to be called Aer:ian,Sabellzan, Donatiſt, Fanatic, 
Schiſmatic, Cromwellian, or any other name of re- 
proach ; But I will direct this writer, in the words 
of Mr. Baxter, in anſwer to one who knew not 
What to call him. It, ſays he, you know not, I will 
tell yon, Iam a Chriſtian, a mere Chriſtian, of no 
© other religion; and the church that I am of is 
the chriſtian church— But muſt you know 
* what ſect or party I am of? I am againſt all ſeas 
and dividing parties And now you kno 
© your own deſigns, your tongue is your own ; and 
© who can controul you, whatever you will cal 
cus? but I, and fuch others call our ſelves mere 
< chriſtians, or cathohck chriſtians, againſt all 


8 


hereby and ſchiſm, and proud, unrighteous. here 
< ticating and anathematizing. Church Hiſtory 
in the fecond preface. TY | 
WELL but he is fure the opinions nom goiny 
"were the main opinions of the Arians; and accounte: 
Arien principles. And now let the reader min 
what theſe are as he takes them from Mr. Baxter 
One 471an principle is, That there are three ſubſi 
fences or per ſons, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. Thi 
uſed to be accounted orthodox enough; and ſo did. 
the next Arian principle, That God did from all ete 
nity beget bis only ſon, by whom be made time (the worl 
rather; tis ſecula in Mr. Baxter, and 4:@v25 in Epi 
hanius from whom he took it, the ſame word tha 
we have Heb. i. 2.) and all things, As to the ne! 
two Arian principles, I am not chargeable wit 
them, and the laſt is not in Ariuss own letters 1 
' Epiphanizs. And ſince this writer will ſo perp 
tally take it for granted, that I affirm Chriſt t 
be a voluntary production, I deſire to know upo 
what evidence he do's it, for Lam ſure I * 
oy , 
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ſaid any ſuch thing. And this is no quibble ox 
equivocation, Whatever he may pleaſe to ſuggeſt to 
the contrary. I wiſh he would write as honeſtly 
as I do; he would not then ſay t} at their plain ard 
evident duty to ſo great truths as the dofrine of the 
Trinity, andthe true deity of Chriſt, compell'd tles 


to do what they have done. For there is no dn 
that can compel men to acts of ſuch irquſtice.# 

his friends are new convicted of. Juſtice is all I 
have ever deſir d from them in the caſe ; and as to 
compaſton to my perſon or family, I tha k Gcd Lam 
above the afl ing it. If there be any, compaſſion I 
deſire, tis truly this; that by healing the breach 
among the people, and unit ing them again in a 
fection and communion, a way may be made for 
me to retire with a good conſcience from the ſta- 
tion I am in, till theſe calamitics be (How long! 
Lord, ere they ſhall be) overpaſt. I never in the 
leaſt contefted the peoples right to chuſe or eject 
their miniſters. Had what 1s done been their act, 
and would they have held together; I had quietly 
acquieſc'd, in being laid aſide as one who has cho- 
ſen a new faith ,, tho I am well ſatisfied my faith is 


as old as the new teſtament, from whencè ] recei- 
ved it. | 


Hex appeals in his laſt paragraph to the whole werld, 
whether they had not juſt cauſe of uneaſineſi which is not 
the point in queſtion: for that is, whether they have 
taken Juſt meaſures to make themſelve eaſy? | deny 
however that I gave them any juſt cauſe of uneaſineſs, 
if they will hold to their own principle, that the ſcrip- 
tures are the only rule of faith and worſhip. He far- 
ther appeals, whether it be 4 crime in them, tha: they 


, * 7 ; 
can't be ſatisficd to fit under the miniſtry of one, who will not 


own the Son of God to be one God with the Father ? He | 


ſhould have ſaid, if he would have ſpoken fairly, that 
owns every thing the ſcripture ſays of the Son of Cod; 
but will bear to have the words of none but Chriſt 
ampos'd upon him, as a teſt of his faith. nr wor/bip or 
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latter denies the charge; an 
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give glory to the Haly Gboft as God at all: I have much 
latisfaction in my having merely kept cloſe to the 
ſcripture,z and queſtion very much, whether with their 
principles they could have been eaſy under the minjſt; 
of the apoſtles themſelves. I am very ſure my worſhip 
in this reſpect was unexceptionable; and they are not 
able to produce ſo much as one doxology in the ſcrip- 


Frs; that ſpeaks as they would have had me do. But 


this is all foreign to the buſineſs. My complaint in the 
Caſe is of the violent and arbitrary meaſures by which 


they ejected me. or, becauſe we cant juin in communion 
. with thoſe who declare, Tis no ſin to ſay Chriſt is a crea- 


ture, er deny the deity of the Holy Ghoſt. All this is 
nothing to me, who am not charged with either of 
theſe things my ſelf, and hoped I ſhould not have been 


anſwerable for what was done by other men. But as to 


the expreſſions alleg d; the 1 charg'd with the 

as far as I can learn, 
there is good reaſon to believe he ſaid no ſuch thing as 
is pretended. He that is charged with the former 
expreſſion gives this account of himſelf; That being 


in company, a certain perſon ſaid; There are many that 


Jay Christ is but 4 creature; to which he anſwer'd, I know 


none that fay fo ; 1 never ſaid ſo. The perſon complain- 


"ing grievouſly of thoſe that did, he reply d, That h 
he had not ſaid ſo, yet ſuſ po ſing any one, upon miſtaking 
- 50 texts of ſcripture, ſhould yay: Jo, he would not ſay he 


finn'd; adding this as his reaſon, That as he would not 
make that a du which, the ſcripture had not made 4 duty, ſo 


be-wculd wot male that ea fin which the ſcripture did not 
male 4 ſin. And certainly ſuch an PALS do's not 
Iender a man unfit for chriſtians to Jain in communion 
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give glory to the Holy Gboſt as Cod at all: I have much 
fatisfaction in my having herein kept cloſe to the 
ſeripture; and queſtion very much, whether with their 
principles they could have been eaſy under the miniſtiy 
of the apoſtles themſelves. I am very ſure my worſhip 
in this reſpect was unexceptionable ; and they are not 
able to produce ſo much as one doxology in the ſcrip- 


ture, that ſpeaks as they would have had me do. But 


this is all foreign to the buſineſs. My complaint in the 
Caſe is of the violent and arbitrary meaſures by which 
they ejected me. or, becauſe we cant juin in communion 


; with thoſe wko declare, Tis no ſin to ſay. Chri ſt is a crea- 


ture, er dem the deity of the Holy Ghoſt. All this is 
nothing to me, who am not charged with either of 
theſe things my ſelf, and hoped I ſhould not have been 
anſwerable for what was done by other men. But as to 
the expreſſions alleg d; the perſon charg'd with the 
latter denies the charge; and as far as I can learn, 


there is good reaſon to believe he ſaid no ſuch thing as 


is pretended. lie that is charged with the former 
expreſſion gives this account of himſelf; That being 
in company, a certain perſon ſaid; T here are many that 


Jay Christ is bat 4 creature; to which he anſwer'd, I know 


none that ſay ſo ; I never ſaid ſo. The perſon complain- 


ing grievouſly of thoſe that did, he reply'd, That tho' 


he had not ſaid ſo, yet .f hing any one, upon miſtaking 


mo texts of ſcripture, ſhould jay fo, he would not ſay he 


finn'd; adding this as his reaſon, That as he would not 
make that a duty which, the ſcripture had not made & duty, ſo 
he w:c4/d wot male that 'a ſin which the ſcripture did not 
make 4 ſin. And certainly ſuch an bod 1 do's not 


Tender a man unfit for chriſtians to join in communion 


